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Chief, Beonomic Regsarch : 1 September 1955

Chief, Materials Division
Exchange of Delagations - U.3. end USSR

1. Petroleus
&. Genersl Consideraticn of the Soviets:

It is felt thet USER has a resscnsbly completed knowledgs
of 11.8. techuology and determined costs, ste. through
U.5. sourses. Yhey lack ecamplete sbility to copy U.S. processes,
but it is wnlikely that & short visit would be of 1y
benefical in this respect. A U.5. mission would lesxn little by
way Of new technology bty visiting the Soviet installations since
the Soviets are considershly behind the U.3.

b. Inteliigence Cousiderasions

Prom s intelligence point of view thare would de much
a8 U.5. delegation could gain. The greatest interest would be in
information on the level of Soviet technology end wrectice, par-
ticularly in the refinery Tielé. mmwmwm
Soviets from & U.S. visit would be less, in view of the ready
availability of detalled inforymtion from open sources.

2. JFerrcus Metals

a. QGeneral Considersatiom:

It is not believed thet & Russisn dslegation would learn
a grest desl in the material readily svaillsble, unless the steel
 firas faiied to excerise the usual commercial percsusticns. It is
not pel {eved that the U.S. delegation would acquire new knowledge
from & Soviet visit. It is just possible, however, that there
might be unique advance practices. The Russians might benefit
from the cbservance of U.S8. eperating prmctices, including
quantity, control, materials, bandiing, ete.

b. Iatelligent Consideretioms:
The Soviets would prebebly not gain a great dssl not

alresdy known or availsble. Our side would be certain to gain
very valusble sadditions to owr knowledge, i.e., blast Turnsces
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or open hasrth activities, rew msterials, plant design, quentity
of alley steal, use of alloys, labor productivity, ete.

3. Chemicsls
a. Intelligence Considersticns:

It is doubtful if the U.5. would darive sny benefit from
subh an exchangs from & te 3 standpoint. The USSR chemical
industyry, particularly in vy chemiecals, is basically the sene
as our own; any varistions will occur due to differences in raw
materiala, aveilability of msnufecturing equipment, or other
iocal condftions. Further it is improbeble that U.S. representa-
tives wuld be aliowed sccess to plants saking highly stretagic
products vhare there might conceivadly be nev technigues or pro-
cesses. If this could be srranged. however, 1t would be delighte
ful to know sbout hydrazine, bdoron compoumds, ete.

From & Wﬂmﬁ:mu@mmum
while. Our mmmm.w are largely Gue to lsok
of 4ate on new plants and expansions of existing facilities. The
value t0 De obtalned, ssewming fully quelified observers ware
chosen, would 4depend upon the sites visited. If a good cross
section of plants could be visited, we could get a much better
ides of productiocn, product mix, etc. than we now have on this
very complicpted industry.

L. DRNonferrous Metals

a. Iotelligence Considerations

Ve ave no jood ides at present the size of slwmbnum,
megnasiva plaots or of their level of technology. In mddition
the Russians mxw doing semthing interesting with underground
mintng and with the exploitation of the less common aluminum
ores. Pinally, if one might pipe-dresm it would be extremsly
valuable to know something sdbout the Soviet art with respect
to Ithium, helfnium, zircomium and otber sxotics. If anything
oould be lesned sbout thess things an exchange of delegatiocns
ghish we belisve would be of et value to the U.S.
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